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THE REPLY FILED 15JuneJ006 FAILS TO PU\CE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION 



a) 
b) 



time periods: . 

M The oeriod for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection. . , ,„ 

n ner od for repiv expires o^- (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth In the final rejectjon. whichever is later. In 
'-' 2 evem holve S^^^^^^^^^ for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing dale of the final rejec^on^ 

ExaS N^- iTbox 1 is checked check either box (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 
TWO MONTHS OF THE ^'-J^^^ REJECTS ^pp^^p,3^, , 

^e-ttrt^ln^'J^bil^irc^^^^ 

may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 

fn^hTprlposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a bn^- be entered because 
(a) □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below). 

(d)n They presSf additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE- . (See 37 CFR 1 .1 16 and 41 .33(a)). 

4. □ The amendme;;ir^e not in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 . See attached Notice of Non-Compl.ant Amendment (PTOL-324). 

n ADDlicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . . ^. . . 

6 □ Sy pr^^^^^^^^^^ or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

7 □ To%Cofes%1t^^^^^^^ the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 
' how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1). 
10 □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entn. is below or attached. 

ffSSSSSSSnconsideredbutdoes NOT Place the ap,ica«^^ 

See Continuation Sheet. . . „ ki / \ 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

13. □ Other: . 
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Continuation of 1 1 : 

The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 
Applicant argues that the Takahashi reference (U.S. Pat. 5.929.908) does not read on claim 1 because in Takahashi the information 
acquiring means (Dynamic Range Expansion Deciding Unit 9) perfonns analysis based on a single exposure, not a condition for exposure 
varied diversely. However, the Examiner interprets that the dynamic range expansion deciding unit 9 first decides if dynamic range 
expansion processing is to be performed or not using a first condition for exposure, and if such processing is deemed necessary, a 
second condition for exposure is set (See Col. 5, Lines 17-45). As such, the Examiner believes that Takahashi does read on the 
limitation, as claimed, of an information acquiring means (dynamic range expansion deciding unit 9) for acquiring infonnation concerning a 
dynamic range with a condition for exposure varied diversely. The condition for exposure is varied between a first exposure and a second 
exposure when the dynamic range expansion deciding unit has acquired infonmation regarding the dynamic range. 
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